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Dear Keith, 

I understand that one of our main planks concerning the possibility of seeking a 
judicial review rests on whether or not the BDC is fulfilling the conditions laid 
down by the Court of Appeal. 

The BDC clearly believes it can go ahead with the eviction based on the notion 
that it is fulfilling the conditions through a) holding engagement talks, b) 
processing our homeless applications and c) offering to help on school re- 
locations, medical and welfare issues after people leave Dale Farm and maybe 
at a roadside or car park somewhere. 

There seem to me to be two issues which ought to feature in these conditions and 
which a reasonable judge would support us on: 

1) that the whole housing process, including the matter of accommodation for 
those qualifying as homeless (and in priority need?) must be allowed to run to its 
ultimate conclusion, ie to be tested again in the courts (I understand the Codona 
case does not preclude this) before any eviction operation. 

Sylvia Taylor is of course disappointed that having been deemed intentionally 
homeless she has no good grounds for appeal. However, several people at Dale 
Farm (Joanne Sheridan, John and Barbara Sheridan among them) are nearly at 
the point that having been accepted as in priority need they are to be offered 
accommodation. Scores of people are yet to be interviewed and Housing Officers 
expect this process to continue into October (each being accompanied by one of 
our team of local helpers). 

2) having reached the point where the Secretary of State has informed BDC that 
it is required to provide land for 62 pitches, this ought to be sorted out before 
The council proceeds with enforcement, The BDC says (see enclosed texts) 

that its still has issues concerning this provision; then at least time must be 
allowed deal with these issues so that everyone is clear whether nor not such 
provision is to be made (if it is to be made, surely a peaceful transfer is to be 
allowed rather than eviction). 


